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October 12, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to Volce my opposltlon to any FCGmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As 0 
consumer and Clthen. I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
CUStOmerS Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologist$ 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

George Burnen 
906 10TH AVE APT 202 
San Dlego, CA 92101 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Chvnnan Michael IC Powell 
Federal Communicahons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghtr, and the ulhmite adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necesrvily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

O r  it could result in my buying non-crippled equipment from foreign countties which do not have the mandate 
(if any happen to produce compatible equipment), although I would prefer to buy American. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be much less likely to make an investment in 
American-sold DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my tights 
at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not man&te broadcart flag technology for digtal television. Thank you 
for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Nathanael Nerode 
406 Cayuga Hts. Rd. 
Ithaca, NY 14850 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communkatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to voke my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlglta televlslon. As a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technaloglsts 
what new products they can create. Tnls will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlorfunctlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and olher equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Rlchard Maxson 
15680 Dasher Ave 
Allen Park, MI 48101 
USA 
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October 1 2 ,  2003 

Chairman Hichael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445  12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Powell 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

aincerel y 

Jon Gallagher 
26841 Sea Cove Ln 
Valencia. CA 9 1 3 5 5  
USA 

"broadcast 

r '  
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October 12, 2003 

Chairman Michael IC Powell 
Federd Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for cLgital 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studtos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually wan$ and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Stephen Dulaney 
2210 Brim Ct. 
Grand Prairie, TX 75052 
USA 
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October 12. 2003 

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Powell 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it  could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely 

Lucas Alexander 
2 0 5 0  Cross Creek Drive 
Tuscaloosa, AL 35404 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for distal 
telexision. A5 a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the stuhos to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for distal television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

James L. Bqant 
860 Laurel Ave. 
Hamilton, OH 45015 
USA 
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October 12, 2 0 0 3  

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Bobbie D. Flowers 
418 West 17th Street 
Apt 22A 
New York, NY 10011 
USA 
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October I2,2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am Writing to voice my opposition to any FCCmandated adoption of "broadcant flag" technolog for diigital televiwion. AP B consumer 
and c i h n ,  I feel sh'ongly that such a policy would be bad for hovat icn ,  consumer rights, and the d h a t e  adoption of D N .  

A robust, competitive mnrket for consumer electronics mwt be rooted in mannufncturen' nbility to innovate for their customen. Allowing 
movie studioe to veto fealuren of DTY-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can 
create. Thip will r e d t  in products that don't necessarily reflect what omsumen like me actually want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior functiondty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actuslly be leis likely to mdie m investment in DTY-oapable receiven and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. ThanL you for your h e .  

Sincerely, 

Eric Andersen 
3218 Bradwey 
Bloomfield Hills, MI 48301 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Chairman Michael I<. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opporhon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technolog for dgitd 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for mnovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This  will result in products that don't necessuily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actudly be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my dghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Joseph Zapert 
1865 N Fuller Ave #205 
Lor Angeles, CA 90046 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Comrnunlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlglhl televlslon. As a 
consumer and cnlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competnlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers1 ablltty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veta features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recebers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Comln Parker 
331 Applan Way 
Unlon clty, CA 94587 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Chvrman Michael IC Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, N W  
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast f lay technology for &@al 
television. As a consumex and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovahon, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate fox 
their customers. Allowing movie shldios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digtd television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Frank Merenda 
148 Forest Lake Rd 
Pendergrass, GA 30567 
USA 
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October 12. 2003 

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it  could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be Less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Jeffrey Haskovec 
6303 ProsDect Ave 
6103 
Dallas, TX 75214 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am wdting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digtal 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their Customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the stuchos to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. Th i s  will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issuer a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an inverhrrent in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devlces that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

G a y  Virta 
1015 Sibley Memorial Hwy 
Ssint Paul, MN 55118 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell. 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology lor dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon o? DTV 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllPy to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlas to veta features of DlV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlas to tell technolaglsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DlV-capable recetvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that limn my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Jack Stachowlak 
236 George Wythe Ln 
Wllllamsburg, VA 23188 
USA 
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October 12,2003 

ChaLmnn Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Streef NW 
Wsshington, D C. 20554 

Dew Michael Powell, 

I nm writing to voice my opponition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology far digital television. As a consumer 
and citizen, I feel strongly thst such a policy woqd be bsd for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer elech.onics must be rooted in manufschwers' ability to h a v o t e  for their customem. nUowinp 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologints what new products they can 
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcsst flag mandate, I would s c t u d y  be lem likely to m&e an investment in DN-capable receivem and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. T h d  you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Timothy ~ u n i s  
2751 N. Esse1 Dnve 
Tucson, A285715 
USA 
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October 12. 2003 

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DT?. 
A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

I f  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely. 

Michael Attili 
9 Wildwood Drive 
Newburyport, MA 0 1 9 5 0  
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Strcet, NW 
Washlngton D C  20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon 0f"broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that Ilmt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Scott Stadum 
219 6th Ave NW 
Farlbault, MN 55021 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. MW 
Washington, D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Powell 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers, Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-receptiou equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Owen Johnson 
88 Hudson St 
Providence. RI 0 2 9 0 9  
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Chlrman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for & g d  
telcvlsion. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rightr, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' abiliq to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to m d u  an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Jacob Zall 
571 Cumberland Ave. #7 
Portland, ME 04101 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Chairman Michael IC Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for &@tal 
television. As I consumer and crhzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovztton, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturerr' ability to innovate for 
their customsrs. Allowing movie stud~or to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the stud~os to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessadly reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infedor 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to mike an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollpood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digitd television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Thomas Vitolo 
37 St Mary St #3 
Brookline, MA 02446 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Chnlrman Mlchael K Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons tommlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlglta televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for lnnovatlon consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competnlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelt 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlo9 to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and U could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelven 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that Ilmt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Dan Streetman 
329 Meredlth St 
Ralelgh, NC 27606 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

ChaLman Michsel K. Powell 
Federal Communicstions Commission 
445 12th Skeet, N W  
Weahington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Micheel Powell, 

I nm writing to voice my oppoeition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" teehnology for digital television. AP B consumer 
and citizen, I feel suongly thst such s policy would be bed for hovs t ion ,  consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer eleckonicr muot be rooted in manufschuem' sbility to innovate for their cummers. AUowing 
movie studiou to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will ensble the studios to tell technologisti whet new produetB they can 
creste. This will result in producfs thst don't necessarily reflect whst consumem &e me s c t u d y  want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC isuues s brosdcswt fleg mandate, I would actually be less likely to mnke an investment in DTV-cspeble receivers and other 
equipment. I will not psy more for devices thst h i t  my rights st the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandete brosdcast flsg 
technology for digital television. T h d  you for your t h e .  

Sincerely, 

CMS ~ o s c o s t  
376 5th Ave. 112 
Salt LaLe City, L T E 4 1 0 3  
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Chalrman Mlehael K Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngtan, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of"broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and Cltlzen I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DW 

A robust, competltlve market far consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers abllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng mavle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls WIII result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged mare money for Inferlor functbnallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Shawn Anderson 
4202 Waltham Ct 
Yardley, PA 19067 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrnlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgtal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cnlzen, I feel strongly thRt such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N .  

A robust, compettlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features or DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsto 
what new products they can create. Thlo wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonarny. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvero 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televlslon Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Aaron Splnak 
560 Sterllng Rd 
Vlrglnla Beach, VA 23464 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrnlng to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlglta teIev1s1on. AS a 
consumer and ctlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, compettive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-reeeptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsb 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and U could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonalty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghb at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televlslon Thank you for your tlme. 

Slneerely, 

Rlcardo Hernandez 
803 N Douglas Ave 
Arllngton Helghts, IL 60004 
USA 


